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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Skinner '311. 

Skinner discloses a system for conducting multiple-item search queries (See for 
example paragraph 0037, lines 14-16; and paragraph 0043, lines 40-51, "testing 
services or other services with the identified testing services supplier ") in a 
system for engaging in e-commerce; computer hardware, software and storage means 
containing information regarding suppliers and products/services available for purchase 
(See for example paragraphs 0031-0036); servers providing Internet-based access and 
use of the system (See for example 0023); means for buyers of products/services to 
search for multiple different types of products/services sought to be purchased in an 
order (See for example claim 1 1 , means for initiating a purchase transaction) by 
entering a single search query (See for example 0037, 0043); means for providing 
search results whereby the results are grouped (i.e., group of suppliers) and ranked 
(See for example paragraph 0037 and paragraph 0049) by supplier based on which 
supplier has the greatest capability t o supply multiple amounts of products/services, 
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including the ability of a single supplier to fulfill multiple roles (See 0049, lines 21- 
22). 

Skinner lacks the specific teaching of the search results being ranked by the 
supplier having inventory for the greatest number of queried products/services that can 
best fill said entire order. 

It would have been an obvious design choice to one of ordinary skill in the art at 

the time of the invention to modify Skinner to have the ranking be for the supplier having 

inventory for the greatest number of queried products/services, as the result for the 

greatest "capability" to supply products/services (as taught by Skinner) is directly 

proportional to a result for the greatest number of products/services, and to substitute 

one type of result for the other would produce similar desired information resulting in a 

similar final outcome. An example of a motivation for using one type of data proportional 
be to vu?t 

to another would ^net-te exclude suppliers that are capable of fulfilling an order 
regardless of the "number" of inventories presently in stock (See, for example. Skinner: 
paragraph 0058, lines 10-13). 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Skinner 
'31 1 in view of Shavit et al. '1 56. 

Skinner lacks the specific teaching of transmitting RFQ's and receiving 
responses to RFQ's. 

Shavit et al. teach that it is well known in the art to transmit/receive information 
with respect to RFQ's (See for example Cols. 12-1 5). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Skinner et 
al. to include transmitting RFQ's and receiving responses to RFQ's, in view of Shavit et 
al., in order to provide on-line interactive sales service (See Shavit et al., lines 45-48). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 11/3/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that Skinner teaches a system whereby buyers can search 
for multiple amounts of the same (emphasis added) product/service. However, Skinner 
does not teach that the search has to be for multiple amounts of the same 
product/service. As stated in paragraph 0040, lines 12-14, "Selection module 231 may 
allow a user to identify one or more products, services, or materials desired for 
purchase from a particular supplier " (i.e,, not necessarily multiple amounts of the same 
product/service). The reference with respect to motivation from page 10 of the 
Applicant's remarks has been addressed in the above^a rgumont. 

The applicant further argues that Skinner does not teach ranking of suppliers by 
capability to fill an entire order of multiple different types of products. However, 
Skinner teaches ranking of suppliers by capability of a single supplier to fulfill multiple 
roles (see for example paragraph 0049, lines 21-22; "the ability of a single supplier to 
fulfill multiple roles", i.e. an entire order of multiple different types of products). Further, 
the applicant argues that Skinner does not teach searching for multiple different 
products/services via a single search query for the entire (emphasis added) multiple 
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products/service order. However, as stated in paragraph 0037, lines 17-19, Skinner 
teaches " Description Index Module 222 may allow a user to display and/or compare 
information for a number of suppliers offering similar or related products, materials, or 
services" (i.e. one search query resulting in multiple or an entire order of 
products/sen/ices to compare). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Luna Champagne whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7177. The examiner can nomially be reached on 8:30 - 5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Florian Zeender can be reached on (571) 272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infonnation 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Luna Champagn^ 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3627 
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